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Sir: 

A Statement of Reasons for Allowance accompanied the June 02, 2008 Notice of 
Allowability regarding the above-identified application. Although Applicants agree that the 
claims are patentable over the art, entry of the Statement into the record should not necessarily 
be construed as any agreement with or acquiescence by Applicants in the reasoning set forth in 
the Statement, particularly to the extent if any that the wording used in the Statement may differ 
from the actual claim language and/or the otherwise proper interpretation of the claim language. 

The Statement sets forth a single rationale for patentability with respect to all of the 
allowed claims and in so doing overlooks differences between the claims. For example, the 
Statement characterizes two independent claims as directed to a decoding apparatus. Claim 10 
relates to a decoding apparatus, but claim 16 recites a receiver. Furthermore, the language of 
Statement purports to be a quotation; and, although it appears somewhat similar to the language 
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of the last two paragraphs of each of the independent claims, the Statement language does not 
accurately reflect the actual language of either of those two independent claims. For example, the 
quotation in the Statement ends with the recitation that the "data signal c-an[sic] be decoded by 
the vide decoder or the audio decoder." However, the phrase "can be decoded by the video 
decoder or the audio decoder" was deleted from both of independent claims 10 and 16 in the 
March 6, 2008 amendment. The Statement also indicates that claims 11-15 and 17-25 are 
allowable for "the reasons concerning the independent claims." In this regard, the Statement 
seems to miss-characterize independent claims 17, 19 and 20 as if they depend from claim 10 or 
from claim 16. The claims differ as to language and scope, and it is submitted that each claim is 
independently patentable in its own right, not just for one general reason as suggested (misstated) 
by the Statement. 

The patentable language of the allowed claims is already of record in the case and is 
adequately clear. Applicants' positions on patentability also are already of record in this case. It 
is respectfully submitted that the allowed claims should be entitled to the broadest reasonable 
interpretation and to the broadest range of equivalents that are appropriate in light of the 
language of the claims, the supporting disclosure and Applicants' prosecution of the claims, 
without reference to the Statement of Reasons for Allowance. 

To the extent necessary, if any, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 
1.136 hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this 
paper, including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 500417 and please credit any excess 
fees to such deposit account. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
McDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP 
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